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CONGRESS.

Speech of Mr. o_wen of Indiana,

In the House of Represenlatives, January 8, 1845,
on the subject of the Annexation of Teras.

Mr. OWEN said: In the brief time which our rule
allots to debate in this House, one is compelled to se-
lect from among the various topics of any important
subject. Leaving, then, the details of the several

ns of annexation to be discussed by their authors,
I shall say but a word on the constitutional argument,
already ably touched on, an argument, however, which
cannot be fully and with precision made, until we
#hall Be hble to distinguish in what particular form
annexation is like to be consummated.

. We have talked of a “treaty of anuexation,” un-
til these bave become familiar words. Is it certailp
that such an act can be properly consummated by a
treaty atall? A treaty is a compact between two
soverelzn pations. Now, at what moment could what
we have called a treaty of annexation bave been such | supreme council of the republic of Texas," in which,
a compact ! Not certainly before it was ratified. Un- | afler stating that the Texions had long indulged the
til then, it was of no force whatever; an escrew, in- | hope that they would be included in the limits of var
choate, as lawyers say. But would it have beena'l}niun—n hope, they add, which the *“‘claims of the
fAreaty afler its ratification ! The instant the last| United States, long and strenuously urged, have en-
pame on the Senate roll was eilled, and the last rati- | couraged"—the Council proceeds to say :

.!'_ymg vote given, would the instrument, even at that| <«The recent treaty betweer Spain and the United States
Jirst moment of final action upon it, at that very first | of America has dis<ipated an illusion 100 long fondly cherishe
moment of its !egal existence, then have been n' trea- | ®d, I!‘Iltl has rouu;d the citizens of Texas from the loipor in=
ty! A ftreaty between whom! A compact between | 10 Which 3 fancied security had lulled them. They have

: : : b e > seen themselves, IY A CONVENTION TO WHICH THEY WENE
-?hf“ “’0 s"'i“m‘g“ powers : B"'“_‘"’" us and Tex-| o5 panry, LITERALLY ABANDONED TO THE DOMINION OF THE
a3 1 1at last vote would have stricken Texas from | cxown or Seaix, and kft a prey not only 10 impositions ale

the independent sovereignties of the earth.  And there | ready intolerable, but to all those exactions which Spanish
would have remained nothing, but what is familiar | rapscity is fectile in devising.”
enough to us—what Congress bas ofien consummated, | This remarkable protest is signed by the President
and will consummate again and again, as a matter of | and Secretary of the “Supreme Council.” If I am
course—a compact between the federal government, | asked here to produce the credentials of these gentle-
:ll'ld a .F)ﬂiﬂ“ of our own territory ; a compact coms- | Inen, and to show under what precine law this Coun-
ing within the province of Congress, not of the trea- | cil was elected and qualified, my reply is, that in the
ty-makjng power. | early efforts after independence put forth by new and
There would be stipulations still to be fulfilled, but  thinly settled countri :s, little of rigid formality can
not what could be properly called freaty stipulations, be expected. The declaration is ar expression of
fo; there would be no foreign sovereign power then | public sentiment, as official, probably, vs the then con-
existing with whom we could fulfil them. | dition of Texas permitted. And at all events, theau-
My 2rgument is not that an act of annexation is thority of the Texian Council was quite as regular as
nothing more than a compact between the general that of stout Ethan Allen and his handful of volun-
goverrment and one of her Territories. 1 but say, teers, when the old scldier; more than a year in ad-
that it resembles that quite as much as it resembles a | vance of the Declaration of Independence, thundered
treaty. But, in truth, it is neither the one nor the at the gates of Ticonderoga, and bade her surrcnder
other. It is an act sui generis. Talk of precedents *‘in the name of the great Jehovah and the Continen-
to justify it ! You might as well seek in his ances | tal Congress I
tors, the fame of Napoleon Buonaparte. He was him-|  But all this, I repeat, touches but the bark of the
self an ancestor! There never was, in the history of | eontroversy. Let us penetrate that, and reach its
the world before, so far as my reading estends, an | substance at once. .
offer made by one of the independent nations of the! Texas isan independent Republic, occupying a sep-
earth to merge her sovereignty in that of another. It larate and equal siation among the nations of the
1s a contingency wholly new. The action upon it| earth, legally pussessing her own soil, lawfully ad-
must be new. Our action in this case will berome a | ministering her own laws,—or she is but a revolted
precedent. | provinee, over which Mexico has preserved all her
That we have the right, in some form, to extend | rights; her government but a provisional usurpation,
our territory by accepting such a proposition, no sen- | the title to Ler territory still in the mother country.
sible man, | thunk, can very seriously doubt. A sove-| Settle thiat one point—and, as rezards th: question
reign power wilkoul the power of receiving an acces | in its foreign relations, every thing is settled.
s.on of domain would be an anomaly in jurisprudence, | It seems strange to me, that we should yet be re-
if not a contradiction in terms. To deny 0 a nation | quired to argue such a question. And yet we are.
such a power of increase is a sort of Shaker doctrine | Day after day pour forth from the leading journals of
in politics, which we may expect to see received in | our opponents protests and denunciations. We who
theory, and acted out in practice, in this world, when | favor annexation are, il their words are to be takef
the doctrines of Mother Ann Lee are professed and | for it, byt a band of land-robbers, on a magnificent
practised by mankind—not till then, | scale ; leagued together for the avowed purpose of
Our decision as to the most appropriate form, in | filching frum Mexieo, without a color of right, some
which to set so great a precedent, ougiit, in my jodg- | two hundred mullion azres of her lawful territory.
ment, to be chicfly determined by the consideration, | History is ransacked for examples of similar profii-
that it is desirable it should receive the most complete | gate ambition ; and, in a recent number of the Na-
national assent that ean be given to it, under our in- | tional Intelligencer, (of December 24,) our govern-
stitutions. And surely it is not the best mode of ef- | ment is likened without scruple, to “that politic war-
fecting such an object, to exclude from all particips- | rior and tyrant, Frederick the Great;” who, baving
tun in that asseat, this, the popular and most numer- | “cast an eye of longing upon part of a neighboring
ous branch of the Government. ‘realm which suited him," bade his Minister prepare a
_\\"lh these bricf hints, | leave the constitutional manifesto, making clear the justice of his title. The
point to others, older and of more experience in legis- | Mimister obeyed, setting .forth *“the intended act of
lation than myself, and pass to a review of the sub- | rapine as an errand of grace, mercy and justice.”
ject, in its foreign aspect. I purpose to speak of the |
Justice and expediency of this great measure ; in con- |
nection with the public -‘fnmm:m of this country, and
with the laws of the civilized world. f
In all maiters of controversy, however important,
there are commonly certain main principles, whieh
once established, the whole sulject in dispute 1s set-
tled. And if we desire to obtain clear views of thiags, |
we do well to fix our eyes steadily on these, nor suiter |

e ‘“"“‘-O“I to b? withdrawn by incidental proposi- | character and standing give weight to the charge and
ttol.?.ul:pt;f efant, or, at Jeast, nct essential. .. {demand for it a reply, scrupled not, but the other day,
is b2 truc in the Se“‘—fﬂio the remark applies !¢y denounce the proposed act of annexation as a

with qspociul force to the subjeet befure us. It would | scheme *‘mimstrous beyond all power of ex ion =
be dithicult to ﬁr!d a matter, where the decisive points as a project, **con to l.hepl‘;w'uf mug:.?.'ng ;,n
at issue are so few and snnplg; yet one that has been | yiclation of the good aith of our own country s My
3_:!3:9&:‘3&11 up by a loafi of extraneous matter, as colleague [Mr. C. B. Smith] who has just spoken,
is Texas annexation. The right or wrong of the takes the very same ground. Ie characterised the

case is a quesuon of publie jusuce, of mternational | Jlan of an exation as .
. Y n as an attempt *
law: it hangs not on the tone of a despatch or the gnrt of her terrilmry." iatiompt %o Wb Mexico of &

wording of an accompanying document. The ex pe- N : :

nent. " ow, sir, I, for one, when I give my vote,~—as
dm_ncy of tl_le measure involves considerations nation- hope yet th '3 ;cmion m' ive it—for the nn;:fa‘t:fou (-,If
al in the widest sense of the term, co-extensive with Texas to these United gtates. am not willing to give

the Union, reacliing to after ages : let it not be dwarf- it stlently. under such im .
: = Cnaedi 1 iy, utations, Let r o]
ed down to a pafty wrangle, or a Northern and South- | pents he{e prove @ us—-:fot assert it mer‘:;y:};lp:;

ern dispaie ; a quarrel that has no bigher aim, than | this proi g e
: e < : 1, i8 projected annexaticn id but an ““act of rapine ;
to give office W a man, or sustaining aid to a tempo- | that it is a trampling under foot of jastice, mo pnlil;.r.

rary institution. »d faith, international law—that w
4 ‘ . - lona —that we bave no betier
T'he public press is loaded down with comments on E:‘m” fur it than this, “we want a province !"—and

treaty, in its moral bearing, is a strong one ; and as
such I bave, on a previous occasion, alluded to it.
Our solemn profiilse publicly made in 1303 we violat-
ed in 1819 ; and thuugh we may not take advantage
of our own wrong still to c/afm Texas against our
formal cession, yet neither are we released from our
obligation to receive her, so soon as circumstances
lawfully and bonorably permut, and she herself de-
sires re-annexation.

If any thing can strengthen our moral obligation to
fepair a great wrong, committed fur the sake of ac-
quiring the Floridas, it is the fact, not gcnemlly
known, that the Texians, nu'mbering in 1519, over
ten thousand free white inbabitants, formally protest-
ed, just four months after the signature of the Fiori-
da treaty, agninst this abandoning of their persons
and their territory to the tender mercies of Spain.

In Niles's Register for 1819, at page 31, is to be
found this protest. It is contained in *‘a copy of a
declaration issued on the 23d of June (1819) by the

“AN this,” (adds the Intellizgencer) “the Minister dressed
up in a very caotivating form ; wothing could be more right-
ful, nothing moi2 nece~saty fur bis own safety fiom en-
| croaching veighbors, nuthing more chaiitable, nothing more

for the glovy of God and the advancement of religion. *Siop,”
ciied Fredeiick, when his Minister came to that part of the
{ Mavifesto ; ‘leave out God aud religion; I want a pro-
viuge I* ™

Similar aceusaticns ﬁnc{ a voice on this floor. A
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Winthrop] whose

INDIANAPOLIS, JANUARY 23, 1845.

“According 1o the law of nations, pot only the persan who
makes the war upon just ground<; but any one whalever sn-
goged in regular and formal war, becomes absolule proprie-
tor of dvery thing which:he taktes from the enemy, so thit
all nations respect hiz lilie, and the title of ail, who derive
through him thetr claim to such possessions ; which, as to all
foreign relations, constitules the true idea of dominion.”

As to the pfinciple aceording to which the words
“takes f:u_m the ene:mny™ arc to be construed, Grotius

adds :

“In this question upon the rights of war, nations bave de-
cided, that a person is underslecd fo Aave made a capiure

when he detaios a thing ia such a manner fhat the owacr hay
abandoned all probable hopes of recoveriag .”

In regard to ships, for example, they are held to be
captured, Grotius says, when they are carried into
some of the captor's ports, or to some place where
their whole fleet is stationed.” And as to personal
effects generally, he informs us, that European pow-
ers have made it an “established maxim of the law
of nations,” that “captures shall be deemed good and
lawful which bave continued in the enemy's posses-
sion for the space of twenty-four hours,”

As 1o lands, the principle is the same, but the ap-
plication somewhat different. Grotius's words are:

“Lands are not understood to become a lawful possession
and absolute conguest from the moment they are jnvaded.
For, although it is true, that an aimy takes immediste and
violent possession of the conntry which it has invaded, yet
that can only be considecred as a temporary posees.im, voae-
companied by any of the iights and conseqenees 3lluded to |

in this waork, till it has been secured by some durable means,
by cession or by treaty.”

And a litle further on is an example of the *‘dura-
ble means” here spoken of. He says:

“Now land will be consileted a¢ complelely conguered
when it is eniloted and Pecrred Py permanent fortifications,
50 that no other State or sovereign can have free access to it
without first making themselves masters of those fustifica-
tions. On this account, Flaccas, the Sicilian, assizns no im-
prqb!blc coujectne fur the origin of the word territory, Le-
causz the knemhy is deterred from entering it.”

Here, without cession, without treaty, fortifications
are held to be *“‘durable mcans” to secure territory, |
and to give absvlute title.

From all this the rule of law is clear. Temporary
possession of territory, by mere invasion, does not
confer legal title. Permanent possession does. |
Possession to be permanent, must be secared by |
cession, by treaty, or by other durable means, as for |
example by fortifications. The latter condition was
strictly applicable in former ages, when, as Zenophon
expressed it, * in time of war the possession of a
country is kept by walls, strong-holds and barriers.”
Bat such is not now the custom ; and the law does not
require what is nuogatory and useless. Any other |
tondition of things which destroys all probable hopes
of recovery; which provides means ds effictual as
were the furtifieations of olden tima, to doter the
enemy from entering a conquered territory ; doos, in
fact, equally with that antiqte. specification, eonfor
legal title. Such a condition of things is a regular
government, formally established and duly adminis-
tered, extending its laws over the territory in question,
peacefully and with general sequieseence; an organ-
1zed army and navy prepared to protect that govern-
ment ; but, above all, stable, enduring possession ;
entire possession, with not a city, town, or even petty
fortress remaining in the hands of the enemy ; pos- |
sesession undisturbed by any invasion that is respect-
able or formidable enourh seriously to threaten re- |

conquest. i

Such a state of things exists, and has for years!
existed, in Texas. It eminently fulfils the condition, !
that possession shall be secored by durable means, so
as to take away all probable hopes of recovery. It
fulfils it far more effectually than do Zenophon's
*“ walls, strong-holds and barriers.” The plain truth |

is, that the government of Texas shows, at this very |

moment more sighs of stability than that of Mexico; |
and that the provinge, to say the least of it, has quite |
as good a chance to fonquer the mother country, as
the mother country to re-subjugate the * providce.”
This, I admit, has not, even since the battle of St.
Jacinto, always been so. It is Time, the enactor of,
and vouclher for, the Common Law under which e
live—it is Time, that has perfected the Texian title.
“What to-day is fact,” as some one has well expressed
it, to-morrow becomes doctrine.” Fora brief space |
after Houston's brilliant victory, the world still re-i
mained in suspense as to the ultimate issue of the
contest, The “durable means™ had not yet been used, |
to secure permanent possession. And while that con- |
dition of things lasted, scrupulously did the United |
States conform to its requirements. In the autumn of |
1536, Texas formally applied for admission into our
confederacy. What did our Chief Magistrate—he
who now, in his retirement, bids ws not delay 1 Did
he evince (as the gentleman from Massachusclis
charges that we have evinced,) indecent haste, to
obtain thig rich territory ! Off the contrary, he re- |
jected the overture. *‘ A too early movement," said |
General Jacksop, *might subject us, hofrever unjustly, |
to the charge of secking to establish the claims of our
neighbors to territory, with & view to its subscquent
acquigitipn by ourselves,”
A sccond time, in August, 1857, the Texians ap-
plied, through their Minister, General Hunt, desiring
to be annexed to our Union. And yet again—this
time by Mr. Van Buren—the proposal was declined.
Thus, in the early stage of Texian self-government,
we but acknowledged her independence as existin
in fact, We suffered year afler year to set jts seal of

|
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the diplomatic encounters of the past year, between |if all the dreams of Marco Polo, were i :
. e ’ : - . realized

us and M“(:f"“- 1."“0 paper weapons may decide | Texas; if there, at last, were to be found Cipandv:'2|

our opinion of mea ; they ought not to influence our | shores of gold, the treasuresof Antilla—not by my vote |

Judgment of measures. Let those who find cause of should even such a land, wrongl'u]jy wrested !

offence in their language and spirit snffer me to re- ! woim & |
mind them, that, wnen they have scitled that ok, weaker ncighbor, become part of this, yet undishon- |

r vred Union.
they are no nearer the true issue than before. We But in proaf of char 80 ve, there lacks some-
may not like the terms in which a claim is urged ; thing beygnd mere idleg‘ict'ent%: 'Thlere lacks pmuef
yet, if we are just, we shall still look to the substance | that Texas is not an independent State. [ maintain |
of the claim, not to the manner of preferring it. that she is; and if the Committee will give bricf at-
'hlt s essy and invidious to find fault, especially | jantion, I purpose to show, somewhat more at la
en a tragsaction is and its results have be- 4y 3 occast 3 .
come apparent. Yet | trust [ shall not give offence, et i e s o

nor be held failing in respect to the parties concerned, Nt I this questio ;
if I express regret that the question of the right or ;,&?;‘ﬁ."gm,m 1]:: us hw:mh: . heﬁ}::do}':::
the wrong of the Terian recoiution has been suticred offspring, the destinies of our descendants, may hang
to mingle, even incidentally, with the true issues, in | ypon the decision. We, of the West especially, are
our diplumatic correspondence with Mexico. The|as birds of pass Our instinet attracts nq{; re-
Texians, indeed, have most lmﬂre.justiﬁcation of their | gions distant new. In Oregon or elsewhere the
revolution. The war which gloriously ended at New question may arise, as now, what is just revolution,
Qﬂuu:; thirty years ago this very day, was not more | und what, Jawless revolt. Jd jullging the Texians to-
just ‘allmhywhu_:h Texas became L | day, we may be deciding, of our own children, in
One balf the provocation Texas has received would y
have dissevered our Union long ago. There is not a
State of the twenty-six so poor of spirit, that her e¢it-
izens would not have risen, as a man, against such
usorpation.  But however uniquestionable the right, it
my judgment, which we were called up-

meriting hooor; or traitors deserving death !

Leeving out of view the prime cause of the Texian
revolution — that * violation of the fandamental
g pegy laws,” which, Vattel gechru, gives (o a sovereign's

" subjects. “4 Jegal right to resist him“—passing
on, or which we should have permitied ourselves to| that, we ;:.. to ;bgn‘f;ct, that, ni,:l:.‘n ago, M,:{
with Mexico. With Texas, pot with us, was | ico and Texas engaged in war, Texas was success-
the question of past grievances aguinst Mexican av-|fyl. Sheeonquered, and has since 'y
thority open, if open at all. Bat in truth it was clos. i g she
ed; closed, long sincd by that stern arbiter, the i

Nagluuitm to me, that it was
Memu“ to

ter years, whether they shall be held to be freemen, | Boca

ter- | the substance of

permanence on tie existence and the institutions of
the young republic, before we permitted ourselves to
acceptany offers, however advantageous, that involved
the question of the validity in lawc of that independ-
ence, and the emseqluent competency of Texas to
convey, under good title, her tarritory. _
But the years of suspense and probation have pagsed.
It is weakness, not prudence, in us longer to delay
her full recognition. In former years we judged the
fact of the independence of Texas for the time being,
and acknowledged her de facto. Now, we judge of
her permanent independence, and acknowledge her
also de jure. We are for ourselves, in both cases, the
Judge. That is, as a sovereign people, our privilege.
‘What plea will Mexico or Mexico's friends set up,
in arrest of that judgment ! 1 bethink me of but one ;
Mexico has a thousand times urged it; it is the bur-
den of her justification. The plea is, that the Texian
struggle was « rebellion, not a revolution; that the
Texnns are still but rebels and traitors, and have none
of the rights of enemies in war,
1t might be enough to reply, as Webster replied to

# The government of the United States does not maintain
and never has maintained, the doctiine of perpetuity of
natural allegiance. And surely Mexico maintding no such
doctrive ; because ber sctual exi-ting nitient, like that
of the United States, is founded on the prineiple that men
may throw off the obligation of that allegiance to which

they were born.”™
than Webster's

in the case. vﬁmm at.hrga- Here is

k that lawful resistance wrm “whi .ll" :‘
|

]

competitors

yot if any form, ke

by P r [N = -8
and T o
el e

ﬁ"“‘ farther ho proceeds to give his own ax:
o the question : p U it sacs

+p
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to give him effectunl opposition, avd to cdlige him lo carry
on the war according to the eslablished rules, he must neccs-
sarily submit to the use of the teym, * Civer. war.””

And, as to such a war, Vattel declares:

* It is evident, that the common laws of war—ihese Max-
ims of humapity, moderativn and howor which we have
already detailed in this work—ought to be observed by bolh
parties in every civil war.”

A word sbout humanity by-and-by. Meanwhile
suffer me to ask, whether in the case of Santa Auna,
the Texians * acquired sufficient strength to give him
effectunl resistance.” The DMexican Dictator will
hardly deny that. And if he cannot, shall it be tole-
rated, that Mexico, by a paltry fiction whigh deceives
no one, not even herself, should persist in assuming
that there is no such Republic ad Texas; that the
lands lying between the Del Norte and the Sabine
form but a peity revolted province of hers, which,
when she can find a fow weeks leisure, she will
deign to chastise and re-subjugate! And all this, if the
subject were less grave, might passas a piece of national
pleasantry. As it is, it is little short of an insult to
the common sense of mankind.

And we but sanction that inzult, if we longer hold
back ia our jud ‘ment, sustained as it is by the com-
mon voice of the world, that Texas has been received
ad an equal into the family of nations; and now
enjoys, as fully as any other nation upon earth, the
powers and r ghts of an independent sovereign.

. Enough on this branch of the subject. But now,
dismissing the question of right, we are met by nu-
merous objections a%‘rninst the expediency of annexa-
tion, as n measure fraught with evil consequences to
human improvement, even with danger to the integrity
of our Union. One of these esteemed the gravest by
some good men—s made in a sacred cause; in the
name of human libeny. It is, that-in receiving
Texas, we increase and perpetuate slavery amoag
men.

We increase slavery ! By what process? When,
by act of Coungress, or otherwise, we cause that
country now called the Republic of Texas to be styled

| henceforth the Territory, or the State of Texas,

does that reduce a single human being, not_now a
slave, to the condtion of furced vagsalage ! o one
will pretend that it can. Bat it will increase the
number of glaves in the United Stales ?
And so also will it surely increase within the United
States, the number of murders, and thefis; and
breaches of the peace; umless we imagine Texas a
Utopia, where crimes and offences are utterly unknown.
. Every buman enterprise is of checkered consequences.
" Thie hives of the best of us,” as it has been some-
where well said, ** are spent in chposing between
evils.” In this world of imperfections, the practical
question to be answered before we act, is, not whether

| our ac.ion is to pruduce unmixed good—to no human

policy is it Fi#eri thus to operate—but whether the
good it promises win prepunderate uves the eyils to
which it may open the door. In admitting Texas we
increase, to Bome extent, our slave territory. Buat
shall we count it for nothing, on the other hand, that
we increase also, by one-sixth, our Union happy,
prosperous, blessed, even with &ll her faults, as we
feel her to be. Is it a privilege to be 2 citizen of the
United States; to sit down in peace and safety under
the shelter of our republican institutions ! And shall
we count for nothing the extegsion of that privilege
to tens of thousands now living; its prospective
extension to millions more yet to Live?

We can find no Utopia to annex. It is right or it
is wrong, it is wise or it is unwise—apart from all
temporary and sectional considerations,—to extend
the national territory. If right and wise, w2 must
be content, in carrying out such extension, to take
things as we find them. Who are we, that we should
be thus scrupulous in adm tting into our own confede-
racy a territory now tolerating slavery, because, in so
doing, we are still to Continue, over that territory or
over a portion of . it, to tolerate_ for a time, that issti-
tution? Who are we, and what kine been our course !
Have, we hithertq added one fuot to the nationel
domain by treaty with the Red Man, I say not without

| finding evds in the added territory, but without
creating them thete! What think you of the transi- |

tion state of the Indian, brought upon him by us ! in
which we take from him the bold, rude virtues of
ahoriginal life, and bestow, in retirn, only the Jowest
vices of civilization! What think you of the slavery
of intemperance, the miseries of disecase—our fatal
gifts to the original lords of this broad land; now
meliing them away 1ill their very pame will disappear
from the living tribes of earth ! Yet when did the
consideration of such consequences ever arrest the
signature of an Indian tmt{ t

But Texas annexation will perpetuale slavery. To
me its probable consequences seem the very reverse of
this. The impression is becoming general, that it
would speedsly drain off a large portiom of the slave
populaiion of the porthern slave States, and aid in
effecting, what modern abolition has retarded, the

eful and gradual pmancipation of slaves in|

entucky, Virginia, Matyland, Delaware, and then
in other States. But there is yet another view to be
taken of it, Slavery, like monarchy, is a temporary
evil. It will disappear as all ltemporary evils must
disappear, so soon as it becomes, and is generally felt
to be, commercially unprofitable. We are rapidly
nearing that point. The growing destiny of popula-
ticn and consequent increasing competition in manua
Jabor, is _driving us, year by year, towards it. And
as it is grafpally reached, in the scveral States; as
the day armrives when a glave becoines a negative
quantity in the market; when his master shall desire,
by ecancipation, to free himnself from an incumbrance
in that day, whither shall the negro go! Are his
friends wise, in desiring to have the United States
hemmed in of the south-west! 1 wishing tv see a
foreign, it might be a hystile power, interposed between
us and Meaico ! If there be for the liberated African
a pith of deliverance and a place df refuge beyond,
that path lLies through Texas; that place of refuge,
where the sun suits his blood and the institutions
recoguize the equal rights of his color, is to be found
in Mexico, in Guatemala, and the States farther south.
Shut him out from these—uud are you not, by that very
act, virtually prolonging his bondage? - -, .
Slavery is not the true difficulty. Id replying to
the arguments of the abolitionists, we are not at the
bottom of the question. We have not penetrated to
the depths of the opposition against annexation. We
have not yet touched thm:rmnk
-scated in the minds of its ts. Late
mt}z&#ﬁcﬂy’nﬂhw‘m the columns
of the etropolitan Wh} journal—the most
moderate a 1 orp the in the
leader of the National igencer.
13th December last, I find the following :
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DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLES
and Measures. :

strict Constitutions] limits. _ e
A strict construction of the Constitttiofl, a¥? Ho as-
s Tl oy, ;
mo!!uml&ukm:windh the laboring popula-
No eonngetion betw ernment and banks,
A Diplomacy, ukm;Txdn ing but what is clear-
gblicdebt,_eﬂhe‘ r by the Government,
or by States, exrept olyerts of urgent neces:

sity. w1
No assum

- No

i Immf_'hepﬁ«mb; the General Government of the
e " States, ejther directlfior indirecdy, by a
distribution of the phn‘fbendif;f the priblic lunds, u"- )
A Revenve tanff, discriminating in faver of the
poor consunier instead of the rich capitalist, -
No extensive system of Interngl jylpmen!ﬁ cj'
the General Government, or by the Statés. N
Sta

lmﬁ constitutivpal barrier against impro vident
s.
The honest payment of our dékts and the sscred
pmsen'ag::; of the public faith.
gra return from a paper credit system. _
0 tsiof exclusive charters and privileges,
special legislation, to banks.
No connexion between Church and State.
Ne proscription for honest opinions.
Fostering aid to public education.
A “progressive” reformation of all abuses.

o

nitional domain on its south-western frontier, itis
ANY extension, which our opponeats deprecate. It
is not Texas, as such, they reject theg would reject
equally a country in any other latitude, peopled by
any other pace, braring any other names They protest
not against annexation, for thet it may.incregse ang
perpetuate slayery ; they protest against it, as in 1803
they protested against the ]'mrt:hase"of Louisiana,
“ uuder ANY curcumstances.”
Is the whig party wrong in this, their great objection!
As whigs, 1 amn not red to assert they arei.. ,
Rome, in the heyday of ber power, added province
to province ; and this extansion of her territory but
scemed to hasten her decline and full. The mad am-
biton of Alexander sufficed to conquer half a world ;
yet, within a year afier his death, the overgrown em-
pire purchased by the blood of wmillions fell to pieces,
it seemed, from its own weight. Are these to be held
es beacon lights for us, in the present juncture? . If
ours be a government like that of Rome under the
empire, like that of the Mnacedonian conguerer, un-
doubtedly yes. If it is fated gradpally to approach
such a character, still. tindoubledly yes. Or if, like
Mexico, we are at last to settle down upon Centralism ;
if the rights of the States are to be stolen piecemeal,
and the central power here invested with their spoils ;
if this ecity of Washington is to dispense, as did
the mistressof the world from her seven hills, all laws
to govern oureland ; nay, without proceeding so far,

apprehension of interference from us, proceeds to car-
ry into effect the inhuman threats she has lalely made
against our Texian neighbors. Is that to pass, too!
Before we enter this same path of peace, let us Jook a
littlein advance, and settle .which is our way out. Mex-
ico has formally, publicly, officially warned the Texi-
ans to evacuate their country; and declares, that, if
they refuse, every one who shall beguilty of the crim«
of bemng found anywhere in Texas three miles from
her western frontier, shall be put to death. Is that,
in this nineteenth century incredible ! It is frue.
Witness the * Orders of General Woll,” as official
ly communicated by our Secretary of State, carrying
out the provisions of Santa Anna's decree of June 17;
a decree, which forbids all quarter to the Texians, un-
der pemslity, to the officers non-complying, «f the loss
of ir Commissions. . Here is the black record :
“ORDERS OF GENERAL WOLL.
“ HeaoQu AnTERS oF THE Anmy oF THe Norrrr,
" Mice, June 20, 1544,

“ 1, Adrian Woll, General of Biigade, &e., make knowh :—

“ 1. The armistice agreed on with the department of Texas
baving expiied, and the war being, in conseguence, recom-
mensed Agairst the-inbabitants of the department, ali cume=
munication with it ceases,

*2. Every individual of whalever gondition, who may
contravene the provisions of the preceding asticle, shall be
regarded as a traitor, and sha!l receive the punishment pre-
scribed in aiticle 435, title 10, treatise 8, of the articles of
war.

* 3. _Every individual who may be found at a distance of

if all doubtful powersn the consiitutien are to be
assumed as lawful ; if the sphere of federal lcgisla-|
tiou is to be gradually increased ; if we are to inter-
fere with commerce, favoring under the name of pro-
tection, one section of our country, by taxing the in- |
dustry of another ; if, closely connected with our gov-
ernment, there is to be a central money power, strong- |
er in these days, and therefure more dgpgerors to lib-
erty, than s standing army ; if the checks which the
wisdom of revolutionary days incorporated in our con- |
stitution, to grrest the hot haste of party, in s flush |
of power ; if these restricting checks are to be swept |
away ; in a word, if the progress of our federal policy |
is to he from the less to the more of legislation ; then
reject Texas, a%andom Oregon, add not, by treaty, one
acre more of Indian lands. Nay! if such is to be
our policy, our Union is far too largs alveady ; it
ought never to have bcen permitted to overpass the
Alleghanies.

us?! Ought it to be? In following out, from age to|
age, the story of the ceascless struggle between 1t
privileges of the few and the rights of the many,|
from every page, blazoned on the expericnce of ever,
pation, shines ferth thé great trath, that oyermuc 1
legislation has been the curse of mankind ; and that‘
law has Lecome (alas! how few the exceptions!) a
weapon of aggression rather than an egis of defeace. |
As we read, we feel, that the protection of govern- |
ment has been overpaid for by i's iutarmeddlings ;
philosopler, tell the Alexanders of the world, that the |
only favor they asked of them was—t stand out of
their sunshine ! :

Men are not wise and gogd enough to digpense with |
Hw: Would that they were! Government, like
medicine, is to us a necessary evil. There is such a |
thing as the despotism of anarchy; and a king isnot |

. indispensable to a reign of terror. The practical ques-
tion is, how many of the Sibylline leaves of legisla-
tion we may safely bura, yet leave the remainder more
valuable than was the entire code.

From the fate of past delusions we may determine
the trendings of future reform. When & miner sinks |
his shaft and strikes a productive vein of ore, it is his|
practice first to fullow it so fur asto observe its leading |
direction : thea emerging to the surface, with that
observation for his guide, he sinks, at remote distances, |
other shafts, confident that he will again arrive at!
the object of his search. S» with the rich and hid- |
d-n lodes that stretch away intothe great mine of Pro- |
gmssim improvement. Gumded by an observation of |
their past course, we may predict where an after gen-
eration will find them. !

But the principle éf progreas in legislation has’
hitherto been from the more to the less. If we coniy
pare the statutes and constitutions of Republican
Ameriea with the laws of Monarchical Europe, it may |
surprise us to discover how much of the d:Jerence be-
tween fhem consists—in omissivns.. And of the, gfter-
thought of revolutionary law-givers—of the thirteen |
articles that form the amendments to the federal cn.nn-f
stitution—nine, at least, are of a negative or resiric-|
tive character ; circumscribing, within parrower lim-|
its, the province of legislation. S0 in older cougtries
'and in former ages. . All the important provisions of
' Magna Charta are prohibitory. A freeman shall not

lose property or life by the monarch's decision; s travel- |
ler shall not be prevented from leaving the kingdom or |
returning to it at pleasure ; and king's servants shall

not arbitrarily seize the properiy of his eubjects.!
Even the minor privileges secured at Runrtemede are
‘of a sim.lar stamp; as witness one, charateristic of
' those times, mamely, that a baron’s widow shall nol |
be compelled to marry, if sie prefor to remain single.

So again of the Habeas Cerpus Act.called by Blackstone |
| that second Magna Charta and stable bulwark of
| liberty,” of which the provision is, in substance, that
| a man shall not be confined in prison on mere suspi- |
cion. Al of these were rude effurts to narrow down the
sphere of government. Andstll, even in later years,
the same principle prevails. Thronghout Europe,— !
but especially in England, that half-li mother of |
republics—religion and the press have fur centuries
been struggling against the interference of law ; with
partia], but positive success. And commerce, if at/
some distance, has been gradually following their
| footsteps. All proceed in one direction ; il tend to
| one gral. ) - :
_From evch facts the infﬁ-renc; it:,‘, that mo;:” mpt::-
lic, as clsewhere, weshall graduslly govern ; that
the province of our federal legislation will coq't!’:"l!.etés
our territory expands. 1f it does—ard that it will
the past may vouch—safely yes, most beneficially
may this Union and its blesings spread over the entire
continent of North Awerica ; each independent Statg
secure its cwn separate sovereignty, atid, but increas.
ing by its accession, the wealth, the power, and the
:gcty of the Great Confederacy. -

I shall notice yet another objection. Jtis, that an-
nexation brings, io its train, the scourge of war ; wiiile
refusing to annex, we obtain, surcly and ent-
T.et us sift this matter a
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But will sach be the progess of legislation among | Have woar

| the pirate's flag, or to thwart his

; , |« gbserve the ¢
that the people might well, in the words of the Cynic | r s |

| their perpons, much less to take a. sy their lives.
| 50 plain & .naXim of justice and humanity, that, al presen

orie leagae [ivm the left bank of the Rio Bravo, will be re.
garded as a_favorer and accomplice of the usurpers of that
part of the national territory, nnd 7 a trailor of his country ;

| and, after & summary military trial, shall receive the above

punishment. .

“4. Every individual whp may be comprebended within
the provisions of the pieceding -asticie, and may be iash
engugh .to. fly at the sight of any force belonging to the

| Suprenie Goveinment, sha.l be pursu d, until taken or put to

death.”

The orders are plain as lanfucZe can make them.
The crime is being found in Texas. Every individuel
from the fact of his being o futnd, is to be held and
deemed to be a ** traitur of his country ; ** and, as such,
monstrous as it may seem ! all—fur there is no d.s-

| tinction, no exception made or hinted at—EVERY

human being there found, is, afier summa
trial, to suffer a traitor's death ! _

In comfortably pursuing our path of peace and of
safety, these ** Orders ™ meet our eye. Are we to pasa
! Te notice. them might breed a quarrel.
1ght to notice them ! I suppose the next
question will be, whether we have a right to fire on
: pleasure, when
he bids his victims walk the plank, and consigns
them to a watery grave. But, if needs Mg, we may
find proof, that the Taw of nations does, in some cates
—and this 1s cie—permit s to follow the dictates of
mercy and justice. :

In every civil war, as has been already shown from
Vattel, international law requires ltoth partes t»
laws of war, the maxims f
humanity, moderation and Lonor.” What are ihess
laws ! Let Vattel inform us.

“On an enemy’s submitting and laying down his arms, we
cannot wi'h jus'ice dake sway. his life. Thus, in a battle,
quarter is given to tho<e who lay down their syms; sod, in

a siege, a ganiison offering tocapitalate are never 1o berefus-
ed their lives."—Vattel, Bock iii, rhap. 8.

* Women, childien, feeble oid men, and sick person<, come

ry military

{ under the descripiion of enemies ; apd we have certain rights

over them, imasmuch a5 they belong to the pation with
which we are at war. Bal they mie encmles, whoe make o
resistance ; and conse quently we hare no [ight to maltreat
This ie
t
every.nation in the least degree civilized acquiesces in it
—Jbid :

* [t was & dreadlul error of antiguity, a most unjust and
savage claim, to a-sume a right of putting prisoners of war
to death, even by the bhand of Ihe exccutiover. More just
and humane piinciples have, lung sinee, been adopted.”—Tbid.

But Mexico, we may be told, only threatens this
flagrant violation.of the law. of nations. The threat
is itself illegal., What we may not do, neither are we
permiited to threaten. Says Vattel : :

* Whatever advantage you miy promisp yoursell fiom an
unlawful proceeding, that will pol wanankyou in the yse
of it. The meuace of an unjust punishment f2 unjusl fn
ifself ; it is an insult and an infury.”—Bunk fii., chap. 8,

But the thireat is idle, it has been said; merel
meant to intimidate ; too horrible to be fulfilled. If
the blood shed on the plains of Goliad had a voice; if
the walls of the Alamo could speak | would they youch
for it, that Mexico is' too ‘tenderhearted to keep her
word ! The treaty of capitulation with poor Fanrin
was formally drawn up and signed by both Mexican
and Texian officers ; yet the moming of Palm Senday
saw fonr hundred disarmed men marched out apd shot
down, like beeves in a slaughter-house. From whe*
has been we are justified int deciding what will be.

But still, if these threatened crimes are cominilteq
by Mexico, where do we find warrant to interpogs
and arrest them! That, too, ehall be forthcoming.
It would be &range if it could not be found. Of what
use is a law without a penalty ! Of what avail the law
of nations, if nations are mot authorized to see it
obeyed. So decides Vattel :

“ The laws of vatoral society are of such importanee to
the safeiy of all the Siates, that, il. the custom once prevyils
ed of trampling them uuder foot, no pati-n could fatter Bry=-
se)f with the hope.of presoiving her pational independence,
and enjoying domestie tranguility. . % ® * . All nation
have therefure a right to resort (o foreible mbans for The purs
pose of repressing any one particular falion who openly vics
laies the laws of society which nalure has established De-
tween them, or who disectly attacks the wellae and salety
of tyat soeiely. "—Valte! Prelim. p. Ixiv.

Here, then, we have the law and its a )
Mexico has openly vivlated, and declared her purpe £+,
in aggravated form, aguin openly 1o violate, the holi-
est lgws of ciyilized sociply. . By sodoing she justifies
us in resorting to force fur the purpose of repressing
her. Shall we do #so! It is pot always expedient to
avail ourselves of 2 right, ‘We are not bound to be-
come the Don Quixotes of the age and sally faﬂhj
redrese all the grievances of the civilized world. T !
has never, so far, been the policy of our country.
Greece and Poland had more or less of our .
and that was all. 'We assymed not to _decide on
British doings in Afighsinistan, or to judge the conduct
of the opiutii war aguinst China. = But Texas is cur
next neighbor, and was once r our special guardi-
anship. We are, t3 empldy the law in its
e
tion u Uy : has a to succor
o Shall we forsak her now?

If sach 5 decision, it behooves us, as ’*‘
men, fuﬂ,mmmvxphn; and trace it ta its fimal




